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September 20, 2005

Honorable Board of Commissioners
Community Development Commission
County of Los Angeles

383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, California 90012

Dear Commissioners:

AMEND LOAN AGREEMENT WITH S.M.E. ASSOCIATES LTD., FOR SENIOR
APARTMENTS IN THE CITY OF SIERRA MADRE (5)
(3 Vote)

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOUR BOARD:

1. Acting as a Responsible Agency pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), cerdify that the Community
Development Commission has considered the attached Initial
Study/Negative Declaration (IS/ND) for Sierra Madre Seniors
Apartments Project, prepared by the City of Sierra Madre as lead
agency, and find that this project will not have a significant effect on
the environment.

2. Find that the attached environmental documents reflect the
independent judgment of the Commission and authorize the Executive
Director to take any and all actions necessary to complete
implementation of the above environmental review actions.

3. Approve Amendment No. 1 to the Loan Agreement, presented in
substantially final form, between the Commission and S.M.E.
Associates, Ltd. (the Developer), to increase the original loan amount
by an amount up to $399,000, from $928 444 to a maximum of
$1,327 444 in HOME Investment Partnerships (HOME) Program funds,
for increased construction costs and permaneant financing of the Sierra
Madre Seniors Apartments Project, 46 units of affordable senior rental
housing, located at 70, 78, 84 and 86 Esperanza Avenue, in the City of
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Sierra Madre; and authorize the Executive Director to incorporate the
funds into the approved Fiscal Year 20052006 budget.

4. Authorize the Executive Director to execute Amendment No. 1 to the
Loan Agreement and all related documents, for the purposes
described above, to be effective following approval as to form by
County Counsel and execution by all parties.

PURPOSE/USTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION:

The purpose of this action is to approve Amendment No. 1 to the Loan Agreement between
the Commission and the Developer, which will provide additional funding to cover
increased construction costs, and for permanent financing of the Sierra Madre Seniors
Apartments Project.

FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING:

There is no impact on the County general fund. Under the original Loan Agreement,
2928 444 in HOME funds were provided for predevelopment, construction and permanent
financing of the Sierra Madre Seniors Housing project as a 35-year, three percent simple
interest loan, evidenced by a Promissory Mote and secured by a subordinated Deed of
Trust. This loan is to be repaid from residual rental receipts generated by operation of the
property. The cument action will increase this loan by an amount up to $389,000, from
5928 444 to a maximum of $1,327 444 in HOME funds, converting to permanent financing
at completion of construction.

Since the start of the project in 2003, the total development cost has increased by
$1,734 484, from 58,490,878 to $10,382 462, due to increased relocation and construction
costs during the pre-development phase. In addition, the general contracting company
chosen for the project lost its bonding capacity due to a Chapter 11 bankruptcy filing, and
was forced to withdraw from the project. The developer was, therefore, forced to re-bid the
project, adding additional time and expense. |n addition to the proposed increase to the
loan amount, the funding gap is being bridged by an increase in the tax-exempt bond
authority, along with increased tax credit equity. The City of Sierra Madre has also
provided additional funds.

A Financial Analysis is provided as Attachment A.
FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS:

On August 14, 2001, your Board authorized a HOME Loan Agreement between the
Commission and the Developer for construction of the Sierra Madre Seniors Apartments
Project, a 46-unit apartment building with committed affordable housing for seniors.
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During the pre-development phase of the project, Commission staff oversaw the relocation
of tenants occupying four single-family houses on the site. This relocation and the
subsequent demaolition phase were successfully completed. Relocation and construction
cost increases during this phase led the Developer to seek additional tax-exempt bond
authority as well as a loan from City of Industry Redevelopment Housing Set-Aside Funds
in the amount of $432,519.

The final phases of pre-development occurred in the spring of this year, as the Developer
finalized all construction and permanent financing. Prior to finalizing the construction
contract, the general contractor filed for Chapter 11 bankruptcy and lost the ability to obtain
the requisite performance bonds needed for this project. Therefore, the Developer was
forced to re-bid the project and subsequently ended up with much higher construction costs
than originally projected, as new contractors increased prices to keep pace with rising
construction matarnal costs.

Once construction has been completed, excluding a manager's unit, 34 units will be
reserved for seniors earning not more than 60 percent of the area median income (AMI) for
the Los Angeles’Long Beach Metropolitan Statistical Area, as defined by the US.
Department of Housing and Urban Development. Eleven of the units will be designated as
HOME Units and will be affordable to seniors eaming not more than 50 percent of the AMI.

Amendment No. 1 to the Loan Agreement will be effective following approval as to form by
County Counsel and execution by all parties.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION:

As a Responsible Agency, and in accordance with the requirements of the CEQA
Guidelines Article 7, Section 15096, the Commission reviewed the |1S/ND, adopted by the
City of Sierra Madre on July 22, 2002, and determined that this project will not have a
significant impact on the environment. The Commission’s consideration of the 1S/ND, and
filing of a Notice of Determination, will satisfy CEQA requirements.

An Environmental Assessment was prepared for the project pursuant to the requirements
of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). This document describes the
proposed project, evaluates the potential environmental effects, and describes the
mitigation measures necessary to avoid potentially significant environmental effects from
the project. Based on the conclusions and findings of the Environmental Assessment, a
Finding of No Significant Impact was approved by the Certifying Official of the Commission
on August 17, 2001. Following the required public and agency comment period, the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development issued a Release of Funds for the project
on September 2, 2001,
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The environmental review record for this project is available for viewing by the public during
regular business hours at the Commission’s main office located at 2 Coral Circle, Monterey
Park.

IMPACT ON CURRENT PROJECT:

Amendment No. 1 to the Loan Agreement will increase the loan by an amount necessary to
provide additional construction funding for the project, which will increase the supply of
affordable senior housing in the County.

Respectfully submitted,

Z’é—"ﬁ s /..f/ {ZQ-:" FEC
f7 . CARLOS JACKSON,
I Executive Director

g5
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HOUSING FINANCIAL ANALYSIS

ATTACHMENT A

The project consists of 46 senior rental units, located at 70,78,84 and 86 Esperanza
Ave in the City of Sierra Madre. Excluding a manager's unit, each unit will be reserved
for seniors eaming not more than 60 percent of area median income, as determined by
the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), and with rents as
established by the California Debt Limit Advisory Committee (CDLAC). Eleven (11) of
the units will be designated as HOME Units and will be affordable to seniors earning not
more than 50% of the area median income.

Construction Phase

Uses
Total Development Cost

Sources

Tax Credits

Sierra Madre Land

City of Sierra Madre
HOME Funds

East West Bank
Developer Loan
Deferred Developer Fee
TOTAL

Permanent Phasa

Uses
Total Development Cost

Sources

Tax Credits

Sierra Madre Land

City of Sierra Madre

HOME Funds

Commission Industry Funds
Tax Exempt Bonds
Developer Loan

Deferred Developer Fee
TOTAL

Current Financing

Total
$8.038 459

%1,500,000
$1,450,000
$0

$928 444
$3,260,000
$150,015
$750,000
$8,038,459

Total

Per Unit

174,750

532,609
$31.,522
30
520,184
$70.870
$3,261
516,304
$174,750

Per Unit

$8,490,978 $184,587

$2,460,000
$1,450,000
30
$928,444
$432,519
$2,320,000
$150,015
$750,000

$53.478
$31,522
50
220,184
$9.403
$50,435
53,261
$16.304

$8,490,978

$184,587

Amendment

Total
$10,264,675

$2,500,000
$1,450,000
$208,000
$1,327 444
$3,700,000
$179,231

$900,000
$10,264,675

Total
$10,382 462

$3,701,196
$1,450,000
$208,000
$1,327 444
$432,519
$2,280,000
$83,303
2900.000

Per Unit

$223,145

554,348
$31,522
$4,522
$28,857
$80,435
$3,896
19,565
$223,145

Per Unit
225,706

£80 481
531,522
Hd, 522
228,857
£9.403
549 565
$1,811
319,565

$10,382 462

$225,706



ATTACHMENT B

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
OF THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

AMENDMENT NO. 1
TO THE HOME LOAN AGREEMENT

THIS AMENDMENT NO. 1 (*Amendment™) to the HOME Loan Agreement (“Original
Agreement”) 15 made and entered into this day of , 2005,
by the Community Development Commission of the County of Los Angeles, hereinafter
called the “Commission”, and 5.M.E. Associates, Ltd., a Califormia Limited Partnership,
hereinafter called the “Bormmower™,

WITNESSETH THAT:

WHEREAS, the Commission and the Bommower previously entered into the
Original Agreement on December 30, 2002 for the development of 46 units of senior
housing located in the City of Sierra Madre, County of Los Angeles, and

WHEREAS, the Original Agreement allowed the Borrower to borrow a principal
amount of up to Mine Hundred Twenty Eight Thousand Four Hundred Forty Four Doltars
($928 444), and

WHEREAS, subsequent to the date of execution of the Original Agreement,
Borrower requested additional HOME funds from the Commission in the amount of
Three Hundred Ninety Nine Thousand Dollars ($399,000) due to increased direct
construction related costs, and

WHEREAS, 1n order to provide the additional loan, it now becomes necessary to
amend said Original Agreement and both parties are desirous of such Amendment.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual undertakings herein, the
parties agree that said Original Agreement be amended as follows:

. Under Transaction Summary (page 1), HOME Loan Amount shall be
amended to be $1,327 444,

2. Under RECITALS, scction A (page 2) , “WHEREAS, Borrower desires to
borrow the principal amount of up to Wine Hundred Twenty-Eight Thousand

Four Hundred Forty-Four Dollars (3928 444)" shall be amended to read:



“WHEREAS, Borrower desires to borrow the principal amount of up to One
Million Three Hundred Twenty Seven Thousand Four Hundred and Forty
Four Dollars (51,327, 444)."

3. All other terms and conditions of the Original Agreement shall remain the same
and in full force and effect.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Commission and the Borrower, through their duly
authorized officers, have executed this Amendment as of the date first above written.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BORROWER.;
COMMISSION OF THE COUNTY OF
LOS ANGELES S.M.E. Associates, Lid. , A California
limited partnership
By
Carlos Jackson, Executive Director By: Accessible Housing Corporation, a
California nonprofit public benefit
corporation, General Partner
APPROVED AS TO FORM:
RAYMOND G. FORTNER, JR. By
County Counsel
Crary Braverman, Presudent
By
Deputy

APPROVED AS TO PROGRAM:

By

Taufig K. “Syed” Rushdy, Director
Housing Development and Preservation
Division



ATTACHMENT C

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION



NEGATIVE DECLARATION

SIERRA MADRE SENIOR
HousING SPECIFIC PLAN

May 30, 2002

City of Sierra Madre
232 W. Sierra Madre Boulevard
Sierra Madre, CA 91024



City of Sierra Madre
DRAFT NEGATIVE DECLARATION
SIERRA MADRE SENIOR HOUSING SPECIFIC PLAN

Project:

Location:

Project Proponent:

Project Description:

Exlsting Condition:

Summary of Impacts:

Siarra Madre Senior Housing Specific Flan

T0, 78, 84, 85, 94 and 100 Esperanza Avenua, City of Sierra Madra,
County of Los Angeles, California

City of Siera Madre

The proposed Sierra Madre Senlor Housing Specific Plan (the “Specific
Flan “) site encompasses 1.4 acres of land located on the Southside of
Ezperanza Avenue bebwesn Hermosa Avenue and Baldwin Avenue in the
City of Siema Madra.

This Specific Plan shall permit the usae of the site for 46 affordable senior
housing wnits and six units of multiple-family rental housing. The senior
housing compenent encompassas 1,08 acres and will include a 46-parking
space sublerranean garage, lounge area, mezzaning, adminlstrative office,
library, garden and courlyard. The six-unit multiple-family housing
development encompassas 0.35 acras and will include 14 parking spaces
and a 20-foot wide easement thal will be use as a driveway and emeargancy
aocass route to the rear of the Specific Flan site.

Tha Specific Plan site s designated in the City's General Plan for
Residential Medium/High Density with corresponding zoning of R-3. The
Specific Plan site currently includes six single-family units. The properies
adjacent to the project site Include both single-family units and apariment
complexes, The Sierra Madre City Hall is located less than one-guartar
frifles northwest of the project site and tha commearcial corridor along Sierra
Madre Boulevard is located approximately 500 feet to the north of the site.

Aftached is the iniial Study prepared for the Siema Madre Senior Housing
Specific Plan. According to the initial Study, implementation of the
proposed Specific Plan could not have a significant effect on the
environmeant and na mitlgation measures have been identified. Therefore,
a Megative Dectaration is prepared. Please review the Initial Study for
mare detadl infarmation,

Avallability of Document:

Complete copies of the Draft Negative Declaration and Initial Study are on file at the Siara Madre
City Hall, 232 West Siarra Madre Boulevard, Sierra Madre, California 31024, Please contact the
Development Services Depariment of the City of Sierra Madre if you wish 1o view thesa documents

at (526} 355-7135.



Findings:

In accordance with the Ciy of Slerra Madre policies regarding implementation of the California
Environmental Quality Act, the Lead Agency has conducled the Iniial Study attzched hereto and
imcorporated herein by reference to determine whether the proposed project may have a significant
adverse effect on the environmant,

2n the basis of the Indtial Study, the City of Sherra Madre hereby finds:

E The proposed project would not have a significant adverse effect on the emvirenment
therefore, it does not require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Repor.

O  Adthough the proposed project could have a significant advarse effect on the environment,
thene will not be a significant adverse effect in this case because the mitigation measure
described in the attached Initial Study have been adoed to the project and will reduce any
such effects to a level of ingignificance. An Environmental Impact Repor is therefore not
required,

Motice:

This dacument is an information documant about environmental effects and is provided for public
review, The decision-making body will review this document before considering the proposed

propest

This Draft Negative Declaration may bacome final uniess written comments or an appeal is received
by the office listed above by 5:00 p.m. on June 20, 2002. If you wish to appeal the appropriateness
or adeguacy of this document, address your written comments to our finding that the project will not
have a significant advarse effect on the environment; (1) identify the environmantal effect(s), why
they would accur, and why they would be significant, and (2) suggest any mitigation measures which
you believe would eliminate or reduce the effect to an acceptable level. Regarding item (1) above,
explain the basis for your commenis and submit any supporting data or references.

mf%‘dﬁﬁm __M-ﬂv-‘il 0. 2ooL
Date

Signatura

Kurk E. Chrsknsen Virecher - ob Deueledrgnt Servies 5

Frinted Name Title




City of Sierra Madre
ENVIRONMENTAL INITIAL STUDY/CHECKLIST
Sierra Madre Senior Housing Specific Plan

1.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

A Project Title:
Sierra Madre Senior Housing Specific Plan

E. Lead Agency Mame and Address:
City of Sierma Madre
232W, Siema Madre Bowlewird
Srerma Madre, CA 91024

C. Contact Person and Phone Mumber:

Kurt Christiansen
Development Services Director
G26-155-T135

0. Project Location:

The project site is in the Ciry of Sierra Madre which is located along the foothills of the San
Gabricl Mountains in Los Angeles County, The Ciy s located approximately 15 miles
northeast of downtown Los Angeles. Regional access wo the City is by the Foothill (T-2 100
Freeway. Fipure | presents the project site from a regional perspective.

The 1.4-acre project site includes six parcels of land (APNs 5767-03%-016, 5767-039-017,
5767039018, 5767-039-019, 5767-039-020, 5T67-03%-021) located on Esperanza Avenue
between Hermosa Avenue and Baldwin Avenus, The curment addresses of the six project
propenies are 70, 78, 84, 86, 94 and 100 Esperanza Avenue, Figure 2 shows the location of
the project sits within the City of Sierma Madre and Figure 3 shows the project site parcels,

E. Project Sponsor's Name and Address:
ity of Sierra Madre
232 W Sierra Madre Boulevard
Sierra Madre, CA 91024

Sierre Madre Sentor Howsing Specific Plam Mméial Sy Fage I
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General Plan Dasignation:
dediomHigh Density Residential

Zoning: .
Multiple Farmuly Residential Zone (R-3)

Description of Project:

The proposed project entails the adoption of the Siemra Madre Senior Housing Specific Plan
which will allow the development of a 46-unit senior citizen housing project and a six-unit
n:ul[ipln:-famil;-' housing development in the City of Sierra Madre, The project site, which
encompasses 14 acres of land, is located on the southside of Esperanza Avenue between
Hermosa Avenue and Baldwin Avenue.

The project, when implemented, will provide needed affordable senior citizen housing and
market-rite housing 0 the area, The project will inclede standards and guidelines that will
gllow the development a three-story senior housing complex that includes 3 maximum of 43
oe-bedroom unite and 3 owo-bedrooim wnits, loungz, mezzapine, administrative affice, a
garden and courtyard, and 46 parking spaces in its subterranean garage. The gne-bedmom
units shall have a minimum floor area of 500 square fest and the two-bedroom units shall have
a minimum of 750 square feet. Access to the Senior Housing component of the proposed
project site shall include two entrances on Esperanza Avenue with one entrance having access

to the sublermanzan parking garage.

The second component of the Specific Plan ncludes the development of six multiple-famaly
units and 14 parking spaces. Each unit will be two stories with two to three bedrooms, In
addition, a 20-foot wide easement will be locared along the westem edge of the property which
will allow emergency access from Esperanza Avenus to the rear of the Specific Plan site.

Project implementation will necessitate the demolition of the six existing single-family
residential units that occupy the site. The site plans incleded as Exhibit A illustrates the site
design of the praject’s four-level senior housing (sublerranean garape and three stones above
ground level) and the multiple-family development. The maximum building coverage shall be
55 percent of the site and the landscaped arca shall compnise a minimum of 15 percent of the
total project sie.

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

The project site is designated in the City’s General Plan for Medium/High Density Residential
with corrzsponding zoning of B-3. The project site currently includss six single-family units.
The properties adjacent to the project site inclede both single-family units and apartment
complexes. The Sierra Madre City Hall is located less than one-quarter miles northwest of the
project site and the commercial corridor along Siema Madre Boulevard is located
approsimately 300 feet to the north of the site.

Fierra Muodre Senior Houring Specifc Plan feirial Sady Page 5



J.  Other Agencies Whose Approval is Required (e.q., permits, financing approwval,
or participation agreement):

City of Sierra Madre and the Sierma Madre Redevelopment Agency

K. References

Preliminary determinations on environmental issues have been evaluated based on the
references listed below. As appropriate, cach response 1o an environmental i1ssue references a
relevant sources. Copies of each key source identified below are available to the public for
review at the City Planning Department counter.

City of Sierra Madre General Plan, 1996 (Available at City)

Sierra Madre General Plan Environmental Impact Report, 1996 {Available a1 the City)
Sierra Madrs Senior Housing Site Plans (EXHIBIT A)

Report of Geotechnical Investigation, B.T. Frankian & Associates, 2001 (EXHIBIT B)
Phase [ Environmental Site Assessment, Earth Tech, 2001 (EXHIEIT C)

Traffic Smdy and Parking Analysis, Rafig & Associates, 2002 (EXHIBIT )

Arborizt Beport, Tim Borer, 2001 (EXHIEIT E)

SO LA A R

Environmental Factors Fntantiall-,r Affected

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at
least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impaet” as indicated by the checklist om the
following pages.

I Land Use and Planning 0 Population and Housing O Geologic Problems
O Warer O Air Quality d Transportation/Circulation
0 Biological Resources O Energy and Mineral Resources O Hazards
O Moise O Public Services O Uilikies and Service System
0 Assthetics 0 Culsural Resources U Recreation
O Mandatory Findings of
Significance

—

Sierra Madre Senior Mousing Specific Mlant Maidia! Shedy Page &



Determination
On the basis of this initial evaleation:

X 1 find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

[ find that although the proposed project could have a significant ¢ffect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures deseribed on
an atached sheet have been added to the project. A NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be

prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effectis) on the environment, but at
l=ast one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant 1o applicable
legal standards, and 1) has been addressed by mitigation meagures based on the earlier analysis
ag described on attached sheets, if the effect is a “potentially significant impact™ or “potentially
significant unless mitigated.” An ENVIRONMMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it
must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed proyject could have a significant effect on the environment,
thers WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case becauss all potentially significant effects
a) have been analvzed adequately in an earlier MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
pursuant to applicable standards and b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant 1o thar earfier
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures thar
are imposed wpon the proposed project.

ME%“D’{W ‘H‘:“"“I' 30, Zoor

Signature Drafe
Kurk £ Chvishiansen, Purecchoc o Vevelsprent Services
Printed Name For Cudey ot Sierme. Medhme

Eizrra Madre Senior Flosiing Soecific Plenr fatial Sty Page T



Parentially
Stpaificasr
Putentially {indezs Lesg Than
Siguifieant  Minpanior  Siguificomer N
sl 5, | fom Son st Fine TRl Jmpact Impac

[ LAND USE AND PLANMNIMG. Wonld the propasal

2.  Conflict with any applicable land wse plan, policy or »
regulaton of the Cily incleding the general plan, specific
plan of zoning code, sdoqued for the puspose of avoiding or
mibigaling an environmental effecl?

b Conflict with applhicable enviconmental plans or palicies W
adopled by apencies with jurisdiction over the project?

c.  Beincompatible with existog land use in the vicinioe? v

4,  AFFect :.g'ril:ul.ll.uul resturces or aperalions (e.8., Impacls 1o [T
siils or farmlands, of impacis from incompatible lsnd
uses)?

€. Disrupt or divide the physical amangement of an established [
commaumity (including a low-income or minonty
comamunity]T

. POPULATION AMD HOUSING. Would the propesal:

a. Comulatively excesd official regional or local population v
projecions?
b. [Imduce substancial growth in an area either directly or |-""

indirectly (e g. through projects in an undeveloped area or
cxieasaon of major infrascruciure)?

2. Displace sxisting housing, especially affeedable housing? [

(M. GEOLOGIC PROBLEMS. Would rthe prapasal resull in
OF expose people fo peleniial dmpacts lnvolung:

a, Fault mpiure? o v

b Seizmic ground shakisg? oz i ¥

2. Seismbe ground Faslure, including liquefazton? _ W .

d.  Seiche, sunami, or volcanic hazard? ARy v
¢, Landslides or muadfows? e L

f.  Erosion, changes in topography or wnstable soil conditions (T

from &xcevation, grading, or GH7

Siarra Modre Senior Housag Specific Plan minal Sndy Poge &



Ix arid 5 12 FBLEAAE So

g.  Subsidence of the land?
h. Expansive soils?

b Umigue geologic or physical feaiares?

V. WATER. Wewld the proposal resull In:

. Changes in abporpiion rales, droinage patterns, or the rate
and amounl ol swriace funalT

b, Exposure of people or property (o water relaied hozards such
as foodimg?

c.  [ischasge imo surface waters or other alteration of surfacs
walzr qualily (2, g lEmperature, dissolved axygen ar
turbidity)?

d. Changes in the amount of surface water in any waler body™

& Changes in currents, or the coarse or direction of wates
[ o T

f, Chanpe in the quandity of ground waters, ither throwgh
direct additions or withdrawals, or through inlerceplion of
an aquifer by cwls of xcavations, o through substantal loss
of groundwatee?

g.  Abered dirsction or rate of flow of ground water?
h Iempeacts 0 groundwaler quality ™

Substantial reduction in the amount of grousdwater
atherwise availahle far public water supplses?

V. AIR QUALITY. Would the proposal:

8. Wiolatz any air quality standard or contribute 10 an ex1s0nRg
or prajected air quality violation?

b. Expose sensilive recepbors o pollutanes?

c. Alter air movemsnl, mpislure, or lemperature, oF caogs iny
changs in climate? ‘

d,  Create ohjectionabie odors?

Periertiatly
Fignificanr
fmpacr

Fateniially

Sigmifican
Limdeey Lers Thas
Mitigation  Sipmifizoar B
Incorparated  fmpec {mpary
'
— v
»
¥
"
W
[
w
v
[
W
o v
v
v
'
¢

—_—
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tesues and Su irp [ mhivn Sowrces

VI TRANSPORTATIONCIRCULATION, Would the
progaral result ing

i, Imcreassd vehicle wips or waffic congestion”!

b. Hazards to safety from design features (g_g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersactions) or incompadible uses (e.g., farm

eojuipmenty?
. €. [nadequabe emergency access o access io nearby uses?
P . Insufficesnt parking capacity om=sule ar aff-sae?
. €. Hazards or barri¢rs for pedeswrians or bicyelise?
[. Conflics with adopied poliches supporing alisrmmive
ranspartation (e.g., bus wreous, bicyvele racks)?
J g Rail, watarbocne or air waflic impscs?
VIL BIOLOGICAL RESODURCES. Would the praposal resalr
i Empaers o:
o Endangesed, threateaed, or rare specics of their abitas
(inchuding but not limdved voe plans, fish, insects, snimals,
. and birds)T
. b. Locally designated specses (e.g., beritage wrees)?
5__! o.  Locally designated nalaral commumities (2.5, oak farest,
coastal halicar, ee.]?
d.  Wetland habitat {e.g., marsh, ripanan, and vernal pooly?
e.  Wildlife dispersal or migration comdors?
b VIII, ENERGY ARD MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the

praposal;
g.  Consflict with adopied encrgy conservation plams?

b.  Use non-repewable rescurces in o wostefuil and inefficient
meAnnEr?

<. [eaultis the loss of availability of 2 known mineral resourcs
ihar would be of fature valse 1o the region and the residents
o the Stae.

Fodenrially
Sepnifican
fmpert

Pofentiaily

Sipaificanr
Unless Lage Then
Mitigation  Significant Mo
fmrﬂ!ﬂf IEEEEI w
e
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w
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'
v
W
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Irrmer omd b n i

[X. HAFARDS., Would the proposal invplve:

a A rsk of wecidenzl 2xplosion or release of hazardous
substances (ncluding, but not hmated 120 cil, pesticidss,
chemicals, ar radiation)

b, Possible interference with an emergency response plam ar
emedgency s+acuation Plan?

c.  The creation of any hzalth hazard or poiential health
hazards™

d.  Exposure of people to existing sources of potential health
hazards?

&,  [Ipceensed fire hazard in aress with Aammable brash, grass,

of iress?

X, NOISE. Woald the proposal result in:

8. [mcrense in exisiing noass levels?

=

Exposue of people o severe noise levels?

X1, PUBLIC SERVICES Would the proposal kave an &ffect
upoe, oF resudr dn @ need for new or pliered governmeni
SEFVICET DN ary aft.':e}"m']'nwiug Erear;

4.  Fire protection?

b. Police prowscrion?

c.  Schools?

d Maimenancs of public focilites, including roads?

=, {Hber goveramental services?

Potembially
Sigmificanl
Peramially Uindess
Significant  Miligution
fmpecd  fuggepordigd

Lers Tham
Sipnificant N
fmpecy Lmpagt
v
L
il
»
Cal
“ e
f -
v
[l
v
[
v
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i1
a

I riise Ta ki 5

XIL UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS, Warld the
prapazal result in g need for Asw syslems oF supplies oF
suksiandial clleranians fo the following wriliies ¥

& Power or palural gas?
b, Commumicaliong sysbems?

¢ Local or regional water tressment or disiribution facilities?

d.  Sewer of septic onks?
B Storm walef dhimg!:'!'
f.  Solid waste disposal?

g Local ar regional wales supplies?

XII. AESTHETICS. Waald the proparal:
a  Affect a osnic visin or scenic highway?
k.  Have a demonsirable pegative aesthetic effeci?

e.  Create light or glare?

KIV., CULTURAL RESQURCES, Would the proposal:
2,  Dusturh palsomological resources?

b. Dristwrb archasological resourcesT

€. Affest historical resources?

d. Have the potential 1o couse a physical change which would
affect umigues sthnic cultural valuss?

g, Resinclexmsung reliygious or ssered usas within the potential
fmpact area?

Fotentlafly
Significarr

Prajannially

Significan
Mitewion  Signifcane o
Incorporated  fmpact  imoacr
o v
o v
v
o v’
o v
v
v
'
2 v
v
v
v
v
v
. ik
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i imp [nfivrmaiion 3.

XV, RECREATION. Would the praposal:

a2  [ecrease the demand for neighborhaod or regional parks oe
oibier reereational Eacilines?

b.  Affect existing recreationnl opporenibcs?

VL MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 5IGNIFICANCE.

6. Dhoes the propect hove the potential o degrde the guality of
the environmental, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
o wilidlife specees, cause a fish or waldlifs populaion o
drop below self-sustaining bevels, twearsn 1o eliminaie o
planlﬂ;.ammal commuzmty, Reduce the mumber ol restricl
the rangs of a rare of émbangersd plant or animal, ar
elimamuie imporiant examples of the major pericds of
Califcmnia history or prehistory?

b, Does ibe project have the poiental 1o achieve shom-term, io
the disaivantags of long-term. eavironmental goals?

e Doss the project have impacts that are individually boded,
bt cumulatively considerable? (“Cumceladwely
comgsiderable™ means that the iscremental effeces of a project
ars considerable when viewed in connection with the effects
af past prajects, the effecis of other curment projests, and the
effects of probable futurs projecis.)

d.  Does the propect bave snvironmenial effects which will
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, sither
directly or indirsctly?

Fodenthally
Sipndficont
mepiet

Poiearially
Signdfican
{inless Less Tham
Midgation  Sipnificam HNa
Tncorporaed Imma Impact

TR v
¢ ——— — _f

- Ll
v

ALk Ll

[l
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2, EMVIRONMEMATL ANALYSIS

L LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the proposal:

a. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of the City, including
the peneral plan, specific plan, or coning code, adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
miffgating an environmenial effect?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Land Use Element of the City of Sierra Madre General
Plan, adopted in 1996 designates the project site as MediomMigh Density Residential,
which allows for continued development of multiple family units in areas chamctenized by
multiple family structures and ensures that new development 15 compatible in scale and
charscier with extsting development. According to Policy L18.2 of the Land Usz Element, a
MedivmHigh Density Residential designation allows for housing densities greater than 13
units per asre if the vie is for congregated care or senior units. The proposed use and design
is also consistent with policies related w common open space, the retention of existing
ratore specimen trees and the residential siructures incorporating architecturl design details
and elements which provide visual character and interest,

The proposed land use is not, however consistent with the requirements of an R-3 zone,
Althoogh ap R-3 zone permits multiple family dwelling units, the zoning allows a maximim
building height is 35 feet or two s1ories above Finish exterior grade, whichever is less. The
adoption of the proposed Specific Plan would allow the butldings to be 2 maximum of three
stories and 45 feet in height from strest level grade to the highest point of the roof. From the
rear of the site, the maximom four stories shall which includes the subtarmanean parking
gorzgs, shall be allow on the site,

The adoption of the project would allow the minimum floor arsa per dwelling unit to be 500
square feet for a one-bedroom wnit and 750 square feet for a two-bedroom unit, The size of
these units are lower than allowed by the current R-3 zoning ordinance which requires a
rapirmiem floor area of 650 square feer of 2 one-bedroom wnit and 90 squars feet for 8 two-
bedroom unit, In addition, the maximom number of dwelling units permitted in the zoning
ordinance is two units on 9,000 square fest with an additional 3,000 square feet for each
additional unit, For density bonuses, the maximom number of dwelling unils permutted is
rwo units on 7,500 square feet and 2,500 squars feet for each additional omit. The adoption
of the Project would allow 46 units on 1.05 acr=s or 45,738 square fest — one unit per 1,000
square feet of lot size. In addition, the project will allow for the development of six units of
multiple family housing. Further analysis of this ssue 13 not recommended,

b, Conflict with applicable environmental plans or policies adopted by agencies with
Jurisdiction over the project?

Mo Impact. As previously acknowledged, the proposed project is consistent with the City's
General Plan, and therefore, will not conflict with the environmental analysis nor the
mitigation measures identified in the General Plan EIR. Further analysis of this issue is not
recommencded,
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c.  Be incompatible with existing lond wse in the vicinity?

Less Than Significant Impact. The land wses surrounding the project site mclede single-
Fumily and muluple-family residential uses. As a residential project, 1t is compatible with
the surrounding residential uses. Farther anolysis of this issue is not recommended,

d, Affected agricalieral resources or operations (e.g., Impacts Lo soils or farmbland, or
impacty from incompatible land uses)?

Mo Impact. Mo agrnicultural fesowrces or operations occur on the project site or m the
immediate vicinity of the site; therefore, development of the project as proposed, will not
impact either agriculwral resources or operations.  Fuarther analysis of this issue is not
recommended,

e, Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established community {including o
low-income or mimorily community)?

Less Than Significant Impact. Project implementation will require the demolition of the
six existing residential units on the site; however, the proposed development of the site 15
also for residential use thar is designed to reflect the surrounding neighborhood and
community. Therefore, the proposed use will nod disrupe or divide the physical arrangement
of the community. Further analysis of this issue is not recommended

L. FOPULATION AND HOUSING., Would the proposal:

a.  Cumedatively exceed official regional or local popuiation profections?

Lezs Than Significant Impact. [mplementation of the project could result in a pet increase
of 45 housing units (32 new units manus & existing wnits) to the City of Sierra Madre. The
Southern California Association of Govermnments (SCAG) 2001 BTP projects show the City
of Sierra Madre increasing in population form 11,548 in the year 2000 to 11,864 in 2003, an
increase of 316 residents. The implementation of the project would add an additional 46
senior housing units and six multiple family houwsing for a total of 52 units.  Assuming 1.3
persons per ons-bedroom vnits and two persons per two-bedroom unit the potential gain in
population resulting from the project could be BD residents. Subtracting the estimated 15
residents in the six existing units (assumed 2.5 person per unit) the net increase would be 635
people. The increase i population from the project would represent approximately 20
percent of the projected population growth during the five-vear period.  Assuming that sormes
of the senior housing residents currently reside in the Ciry of Sierra Madres, the actual net
increase m population would be even smaller.  Additionally, SCAG's Regional Housing
Meeds Assessment (RHNA) determined that 89 new housing units were required in the City
of Sizrme Madre to mest s “fair share™ of the regional housing needs between 1998 and
2005, Of the 89 new units, 45 unitg included very low-, low- and moderate-income units.
The net increase of 42 units would accoumt for almost one-half of the SCAG RHNA howsing
goal by 2005, This is a beneficial housing impact.  Further analysis of this ssue is not
recommended.
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b, Induce substantiol growth in an area either direcedy or indirecdy [eg., throagh
projects inan andeveloped area or extension of mojor infrasiructure}?

No Impact. The project site is located in an wrbanized arca comprised primarily of
residential nses, There i very linle vacant land available in the immediate vicinity of the
project site for funore development. All necessary infrasiraciure, such as roads and sewer,
willer, electricity and natural gas distribution lines, already exists on the peoject site and iis
vicimty. Therefore, the project will oot induce additional growth directly or indirectly to the
area. Further analysis of this issue 15 nod recommended

¢.  Disploces existing housing, especially affordable housing?

Less Thun Significant Impact. The six existing housing units will be demolished and the
Agency will provide relocation assistance (o the existing residents of the units. The Los
Angeles County Comumunity Development Commission is processing the Relocation Plan
pursuant 13 and in complisnce with the California Relocation Assistance Law (California
Covernment Code Section 7280 et seq.). Funher analysis of (his issue is not recommended.

T11. GEOLOGIC PROBLEMS. Would the proposel resull in or expose peaple fo potenial
imepacts invalving:

a  Fault ruptures?

Less Than Significant Impact. Southern California is a seismically active region with
numerous active and potentially active faulis. The nearest active fault relative to the City 15
the Sierra Madre Fault that traverses the foothills in an east-west direction, As stated in the
Creneral Plan EIR, the Clamshell Sawpit Fault (a part of the Sierra Madre Fault system) is
located approximately 1.5 miles northeast of the City. In addition, other active faulis in
proximity to the City are the Raymond Hill, 3an Andreas, Newpori- Inglewood, Malibu, San
Gabrnel, Whittier and Verdugo Faults. Although the Sierrn Madre and the Raymond Hill
Faults are in the vicinity of the project site, no known active or potentially active Ffault
traverses the project site. The project site also is not within an Algquist-Priolo Special
Studies Zone. Thus, the residents of the Siemra Madre Senior Citizen Housing Project are at
no greater risk o seismic activity and its effects than anywhere else in the City. The
mitigation measures related to seismic activity that are identified in the General Plan EIR are
sufficient to redwce and potential advwerse impact (o less than significant levels. Further
snalysis of this issus is not recommended.,

b, Seixmic pround shaking?

Less Than Significant Impact. Fefer to the previous response 1a Section Ia). Furher
onalysis of this isue is nod recommendad,

€. . Sefemic pround failure, ineluding liguefaction?

Less Thon Signilicant Impact. According to the official State Seismic Hazard Zones map
(Mount Wilson Quadrangle) prepared by the California Department of Conservation,
Division of Mines and Geology and released in March 1999, the project site is not located
within an identified liquefaction zone, In addition, the project site does not lie within an ar=a
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where histonc occurrence of liquefaction, or local geological, geotechnical or groundwarter
conditions mdicate a potential for permanent ground displacements.  Therefore, no
mitigations as defined in Public Resources Code Section Z693(c) would be required,
Furthermore, the geatechnical investigation prepared by R, T, Frankian & associates i July
2001 did not encounter groundwater within the maximom depth of the four test borings that
were conducted for the project site', Each boring was approximately 24 inches in diameter
that wers camed (o depths between 14 and 31 feet below present grade. The full repon is
incleded in this Inmitial Swdy as Exhibic B, Funher amalysis of this issue is naot
recorrmended,

d.  Seicke, tsunami, or volcanic hazard?

Mo Impact. The absence of large bodies of water in the area and the distance of
approsimately 28 miles from the project site w the coastling, eliminates the potential hazards
to people and stnsctures in the project site from seiche and sunamis, Furthermore, there are
n known active or dermant volcanoes in the vicinity of the project site. Further analysis of
this 15502 is pod recommended.

e Landslides or mudTows?

Less Than Significant Impact. The terrain ab the project site slopes gently downwand
towird the southeast, with a maximum elevation difference of approximately 15 fest overa
distance of approximately 230 fest from the existing street level on Esperangza Avenue
Therefore the potential for landslides and mudflows are minimal. In addition, there are also
no significant topographic features that could potentially affect the project site or proposed
structurss. Furthermore, according to the State Seismic Hazard Zones map (Mount Wilson
Cluadrangle) prepared by the California Department of Conservation, Dhivision of Mines and
Geology, the project site is not located within an identified landslide zone. Forther analysis
of this issue & not recommencded,

Fa Erosion, changes in fopogrophy or uastable soil condifions from excavation,
grading, or fill?

Less Than Significant Impact. Grading will be necessary on the project sie o
accommodate the proposed housing strectures and associated parking facilities. As standard
City procedure, gracing and excavation activities will require the preparmtion of grading
plans for review and approval by the City Engineer before preconstruction activity can
commence, These plans are intended to ensure that the grading will be completed to current
engineering standards, that excess dirt will be properly disposed of, and that proper drainage
iz provided. As such, the project and its various components will be subject 1 both standard
building and grading requirernents, In additon, the geotechnical report prepared by B, T.
Franksan & Associstes (2001) recormmended mumesous measures for excavation, open cuis,
shoring. cantilever piles, timber shoring, backfill and retaining walls. The report also
recommendsd that any imported il soils should be non-expansive and of 2 sandy character
and that no organis or decomposable material should be vsed for fll or solid material
exgeeding six inches in maximum dimension. These recommendations will be included as

YR, Frankien & Associmes, Report of Geolechaical [nvestigation, Prapased Sanior Citizen Center 7086 Esperanzs

Averae, Sierra Madee, Califomia, huly 31, 2001, Report peepared far the Fausdaiion Por Chaality Heusing Oppoctund s,
I
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part of the project and will be implemented during the constrection phase of the project.
Further analysis of this isso0e 15 nol recommended,

g Subsidence of the land?

Less Than Significant Impact.  Refer to previous response 1o section IR, Further
analysis of this issue is not recommended.

k.  Ezpansive soils?

Mo Impact. The peotechnical investigation report prepared by R T. Frankian & Associates
mndicates that the soils on the project site are considered to be essentially non-expansive, and
no special precawtions for expansive soils need w be considered in design of footings and
floor slabs, Further analysis of this issue is not recommended.

L Unigue geologic or plysical features?

Mo Impact. There are no unique geological or physical features that exist on the project
site. Further analysis of this isswe is not recommended.

WATER. Would the proposal result in:

@,  Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and amonnt of surface
ramaff*

Less Than Sigaificant Impact. The project site 15 cwmently developed with four single-
family dwelling units, each with landscaping. Although the proposed project may appear
relatively flat, there is a decline in the wpography of approximatzly 15 feet from Esperanza
Avenue to the back of the site which is a distance of approximately 250 feer,  Ths,
stormwater runoff droins north o south.

The develepment of the project will increase the amount of impermeable surface area from
builkdings, paved walkways and driveways; however, the project’s development guidelines
require 1 minimum of 15 percent of the site dedicated for landscaping. In addition to
providing acsthetic qualities to the project, landscaping will create areas where stormwater
will be able to percolate into the groundwater basin,

As with all significant development projects, a hydrology study and grading plans will be
prepared and submitted to the City Engin-n-_:r for review and approval. Thess plans will
ensure that the site will be properly compacted and that drainage impacts will be minimal.
To further ensure that downsireamn properties are unaffected by stormwater runoff, the
project will include a sump pump system o pump drainage water from the rear of the
property up to Esperanza Avenue, which will then flow inte the existing stormwater
dramage system on Baldwin Avenue. Further analysis of this 13502 13 not recommended.

b. .  Exposure of people or property to water related hazards such as flooding?

Less Than Significant Impact. Although areas along the foothills within the City ane
consulered special risk for Mooding, other areas within the City, including the projzct site,
may be expoted w minor flosding.  According o the Phase [ Enviroomental Sie
Assessment For the site by Earth Tech, Ing, in July 2001 and the FEMA Map 06505900004,
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the project site is Incated within a 300-vear Aood zone. The full report s included in this
Initinl Study as Exhibit C. Al stormwater runoff chunneled from the mouths of canyons in
the northern part of the City have generally been controlled by two dams, seven debris
basins smd Mossd control chonmels, Further analysis of this issue is pol recommendead,

e.  Discharge into surfoce waters or other alteration of surface water guality (e.p.
temperaiure, dissolved oxygen or turbidity) 7

Less Than Significant Impact. There are no bodies of water in the immediate vicinity of
the project site. However, grading amd construction equipment used durng the construction
phase of a project could leak or spill petroleum products into the storm drains, In addition,
landscaping maintenance could potentially cause the releass of chemicals, pesticides, and
other pollutants into the drainage system. However, constroction and operation activities
would be govemned by permits and plans specifically designed to protect the quality of water
resources. First, the City will ensure that potential impact related to stormwater discharge
and water quality will be minimized through the development review process established by
the City. Second, the applicant will be required 1o demonstrate compliance with the
applicable standards of the Mational Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permit. including the use of Best Management Practices related o the construction and
operational aspects of the project poor o the issuance of grading andfor bailding permits,
Further analyais of this issue 15 not recommended,

d. Changes in the amount of surface water in any water body ?

Less Than Significant Impact. Development of the project site will result in changes in the
amount of impermeable surface area of the project area, and hence, increase the surface
water ranoff. However, surface ranoff from the project site will be released into the existing
lecal drainage system and not directly into any local water bodies. Forther anafvsis of this
15502 (s not recommended.

e, Changes in currenls, or the course or direction of waler meovements?

Mo Impact. The project site does not include any rivers or streams. The nearest over or
siream in the vicinity of the project site is the concrete-lined Arcadia Wash flood control
channel locared approximately oneg-third mile w the south. Therefore, the course or direction
of water movement in the channel will not be affected. Further analysis of chis issee is not
recommended.

F Change in the guantity of ground waters, either through direct addifions or
withdrawals, or through interception of an aguifer by cuis or excovartions, or
throwgh substantial loix of grownd warer?

Less Than Significant Impact.  The progect sitz les io the East Raymond Groundwer
Basin. Implementation of the project may increéase the amount of impermeable surfice area
of the project site. However, portions of the project site is dedicated for landscaping which
will allow stormwater to percolate into the East Raymond Groundwater Basin, The scale of
the project and the landscaping of the site will minimize the groundwarer impacts associnted
with the project. Fumthermore, the project will neither result in any withdrawals of
groundwater nor the interception of an existing aquifer. Further analysis of this issue 15 not
recommended.
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g Altered direction or rate of flow of growadwater?

No Impact. Any fulure develepment according Lo the proposed Specific Plan will reguire
excavaling a portaon of the project site for subterranzan park to a depth of 15 feat below the
ground surface of Esperanza Avenue. According w the peotechnical investigation report for
the proposed project, groundwater was not encountered within the maximum boring depth of
3l Feet below the project gite's existing ground surface. Therefore, the project will not result
in the alteration of either the direction or rate of goundwater flows. Further analysis of this
Issue 15 nod recommended,

h Impacts to groundwater guality?

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction activity will nat require sxcavation o a depth
that would disturh or extract the groundwater from the groundwater basin, [n addition, the
project will not include the use of underground fuel or storage anks, thus eliminating the
risk of potential leaks into the groundwater, Furthermore, most of the water ranoff will be
released directly into the existing drainage system, rather than entering the groundwatsr
basin. To ensure that the water quality impacts are mimimized, the Best Management
Practices will be used onsite w control predictable pollutant manodf. Further analysis of this
iLasue is not recommended.

i Substantial reduciion in the amount of grogndwater otherwise available for pablic
waler supplies?

Less Than Significant Impact. The project will not impact the groundwaier supply nor
substantially increase the demand for domestic water, Also refer to response w Section
HNc), Further analysis of this issue s not recommended.

V. ATR QUALITY. Would the proposal:

. Violate any air quality standard or contribute fo an existing or profected air quality
viederfion?

Less Than Significant Impact.  Ar quality wnpact associated with the demolinon,
constrection and operation of the project will not excesd the South Coast Air Chality
Management District (S3CAQMD) threshold of potential significance. The SCAQMDs
CEQA Air Quality Handbook (April 1993) established significance thresholds for projects
by various land s, According o Table 62, Screening Table for Operation - Daily
Thresholds of Potential Significance for Alr Cuality, a retirement commauntty project with
612 or more units 15 considered o have potentially significant ar quality impacts. Alithowgh
the project land wse does not precisely match the CEQA Air Quality Handbook's land use
categories, the 32-unit Sierra Madre Senmior Housing Specific Plan falls below 1he
significance thresholds for air quality impact.

Cdnstruction activities associated with the project will also have potential air guality
impacts. According lo the CEQA Air Quality Handbook®s Table 6-2, Screening Table for
Construction — Quarterly Thresholds of Potential Significance for A Qualily, construction

¥ South Cozst Alr Queslity Maragerent Digtricr, CECQA abr Qualiry Handbook, April 1593
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VI.

iCLivity on apartment projects greater than 1.41 million square feet of gross floor area (GEA)
is considered w have potentally significant air quality impacts. In addition, grading activity
on land grester than 177 acres is also considered podentially significant. The senior housing
project, fulls well below the significance threshold for air quality in terms of gross floor
areas. In addition, grading activity on the 1.4-ncre project site also falls below the CEQA
Air Quality Handbook®s threshold for significance.  Further analysis of this issue is not
recommended.

b, Expose sensitive receptors to pollutanis?

Less Than Significant Tmpact, According v the CECA Air Cuality Handbook, a sensitive
receptor is defined as populations such a3 children, athletes, and elderly and sick persons that
are more susceplible to the effects of air pollution than the population at large. The land
uses in the vicinity of the project site are primarily residential and may include children and
the elderly; however, as stated in the previous Section Via) air quality impaces from the
construction and operation of the project would not be considered significant. Any exposure
to air pollution during the construction period would be temporary. Mo significant impacts
Lo sensilive receplors are anticipated. Further analysis of this issue is nol recommended.

e Alter air movenien!, moditire, or lemperatiirs, oF cauge any change in climare?

No Impact. Development according to the propesed size, density, configuration, location
and design guidelines of the project will not aler the Jocal meteorology. Further analysis of
this izaue is not recommended,

d.  Create objectionable odors !

Less Than Significant Impact. Odors emitted with the implemeniation of the project
would Be Timited to construclion-related activities,  Although construction equipment s
anticipated to produce diesel exhaust odor, the temporary nature of the constroction phase of
the project and the scale of the construction activity would not emit significant levels of odor
in the project site and the surrounding ares.  Further apalysis of this issue 15 not
recammended

TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION, Would the proposal residt in:

a,  Inereased vehicle trips or traffic congestion?

Less Than Significont Impact. Esperanza Avenue 15 a two=lane residential collector street
that provides the main access to the project site. The existing volume/capacity (V) ratio
for this strest is estimated at less than 060, Other main streets in the vicinity of the project
site inclode Baldwin Avenue which iz a two-lang collecior strest and Sierra Madre
Boulevard which is also a two-lane collector strest,  Baldwin Avenve has a capacity of
15,000 vehicles per day. The existing volume on the segment of Baldwin Avenue between
Sigrra Madre Boulevard and Orange Grove Avenue is approximately 7,600 vehicles per day,
resulting in o WA ratio of 0.50. Sierra Madre Boulevard also bas a capacity of 15,000
vehicles per day and existing wvolumes on the sireet belween Baldwin Avenus and
Michilbinda Avenue are approximately 7,700 vehicles per day, resulung in a VIC ratie of
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0.51. In addition, regional access to the City is via the [-210 Freeway, which hus os- and
off-ramps at Baldwin A venue, i3 located approsimately one mile south of the project sie,

According to the traffic study prepared for the project by Rafiq and Associates, Tne, in
Febemary 2002, the proposed project could generate an additional 224 trips per day. The
traffic swdy is included in this Initial Stwdy as Exhibit D, The City of Sierra Madre™s
Transportation and Circulation of the General Plan idestifies a volume to capacicy of 0,90 as
the “significance threshold™ for roadways. To evaluate the worsi-case scénano, the tnps
noled in the table below were assigned (100% to each of the two roadways in the vicinity of
the propect). The projecited tnps generzied by the proposed project were added 1o the
existing traffic volumes. The resulting ADT project affic volome is 7.824 vehicles per day
cn Baldwin Avenue. The VAC ratio for Baldwin Avenue changes from 0.51 1 0.52, For
Sicrra Madre Boulevard the resultant ADT is 7924 wehicles per day. The VAT ratio for
Sierra Madre Boulevard changes from 0,52 to 0L53,

The traffic stedy also concludes that the proposed project will have nod signilicant impact on
the surounding roadway petwork m either the existing conditions or the General Plan
Buildout Effective Housing Capacity scenario.

PROJECT-GENERATED VEHICLE TRIPS

ADT AN P
Peak Hour Feak Hiu::r“_
Proposed 46 Senior Units 154 I5 a3
Proposed 6 Multiple Family Units 40 3 4
Project Total 224 18 25

Sourpa: Rafig & Assocéarer, fac. Troffie Swudy oad Paniiep Amalpsis Jor dhe .ETr'.rn'a iHadre Sendor Howsing
Froject, Moy 2002

Development of the proposed project is projecied to have no significant impact on the
existing or General Plan buildout (assuming the Effective Housing Capacity scenario) levels
of service of the roadway facilities in the vicinity of the project. Volume o capacity ratics
wre estimated o remain close to existing levels. Thus, the project helps the City meet
Ohbpective 1.1 of the General Plan, which states:

“Provide and maintain the amount and Iypes of roadweays necassary for the
movement of people and poods in the Citp.”

It alsa helps meet Policy 1.1 of the General Plan, which states:
“Maintain the existing street classificarion sysrem for the Ciry of Sierra Madre, ™

Fupther analysis of this issues is not recommended.
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bh.  Huazardy to safety from design features fe.g., sharp curves or dangerous
inlersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

No Impact. The proposed project does not include any physical changes to the existing
russdway and will pot create any polential safety hazards, Further analysis of this issue (5 not
recammended,

. Inadequate emergency access or access fo negrby uses?

Less Than Significant Impact. The fire department serving the City bas- indicated that
emergency access i@ the back portion of the project site should be provided. Ag Existing
casement from Esperanza Avenue is on the site will be wtilized and improved 1o
accommadate emergency trucks and equipment o access the rear portion of the project site.
As part of the projest, the easerment will be improved and widen from the current ten feet
20 feet. Further analvsis of this 12see 15 nod recommended.

d. Insufficient parking capacity on-site or offesite ?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project contains a total of 60 parking spaces
{46 in the subterranean garage and 14 at the muliple family housing development), The
Sierra Madre Senior Housing Traffic Stedy and Parking Analysis prepared by Rafiq and
Aasociaces, Inc., used a conservative parking rate to calculate purking demand for o project
of this size. According to the parking analysis it was estimated (o 60 parking space would be
required, the same number of parking spaces proposed for this project.

The proposed project provides adequate parking entirely onsite, without depending on offsite
parking. The project’s provision of the projected parking dermand entirely onsite helps the
City-meet-Chjeative—4-1-of -the-General-Plan,which-states: “Mavimize wedlizarion-of -Ciry
parking spaces.” Further analysis of this issue 15 not recommended.

e.  Mezards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclist?

Liss Than Significant Impact. The implementation of the proposed project will not creste
a hazard or barrier for pedestrions or bicyclist crossing the main entrance on Esperanza
Avenue, The entrance to the senior housing site will be paved with material such as bricks
to identify and alart pedestrian and bicyelist of potential vehicle raffic moving in and out of
the project site, Furthermore, the bicycle path on Sierra Madre Boulevard located north of
the project site will not be impacted by project. Further analysis of this issee 15 not
recommended.

F Conflicts with adopred policies supporfing alternative transportation (eg., bus
turnowuts, bicycle racks)?

No Impact. The project will net impact the bicycle path on Sierra Madre Boulevard located
north of the project site,  As shown in the raffic study, project-penerated vehicle traffic will
be-roastinal-on- Sema Madve Boglevard, Fonher anaby s of thisissee 5 oot recommended:

E- " Rail, waterborne or air traffic impacts?

Mo Impact. The project site is not located in the vicinity of waterborne or air transportation
Facilitizs. The pearest rail line to the project site which is currently under construction will
be located less than two miles to the southwest. The proposed transit line which is an
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extension of the "Gold Line™ that 12 being constructed along the median ol the 1210
Freeway. This ling is scheduled for operation in 2003, The nearest airpart to the propect sile
iz El Monte Airport which is located approximately five males to the south in the City of El
Wonte. Further analysis of this issue 8 not recommended.

VII. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal resielt in impacts fo:

. Endarngered, threatened, or rare species or their habitats (Incloding bur nor United
to planes, fish, insects, aninals, and birds)?

Less Than Significant Impact. The project sits is located in an orbanized snvironment; and
plants that currently exist on the project site have been introduced for landscaping purposes.
An arbarist report was prepared for the praject site in July 2001°. The full report is incleded
as Exhibit E of this [nitial Stwdy, The arborist conducted an inventory of existing trezs on
the project site and docemented bis Andings. According to the report, there are 34 yress on
the site with a trunk diameter of four inches o larger at a point 43 inches abowve the soil
Four of the tress haove been identified s Coast Live Dak (Chuercus agrifolia) which is
designated by the City's Tree Ordinance as Protected Trees. Only one of the four oak rees
15 consudered an individually significant specimen == & tree of oulstanding size and form.
Thes s the only wee that 5 recommended for presecvation and relocation, The arborist
recomunends boxing the relocating the Protected Tree on the site. The relocauon requires
gxpent care and attention o certain proven methodology.  Details of the relocaton
methodology is presented in the Agsborist Report. The applicant of the senior housing
development has agreed o the boxing and relocation of the existing Protected Teee and is
includsd as part of the project.

In addition to the Coast Live Oaks, other trees on the project site include: Califomnia Pepper,
Crape Myrnle, Avocade, Chinese Elm, Fruiting Peach, Agpricot, Persimmon and Plum,
Magnolia, Carolina Cherry, Citrus {Tangerine, Orange, Grapefruit) and Carrotwood.

At the multiple family housing site, thers 15 a Sycamore tree that i5 also designated a
protecied tree by the City Tree Ordinance. The Specific Plan requires the tree 1o remain al

its current location. The tres will not be disturbed,

There are no rare of threaened anirmals on the site given s urban location, Other than
expected fauna such as small rodents, gophers, and insects that are common to & residential
urban environment, no other wildlife is anticipated on the site. Further analysis of this issue
is not recommended.

b.  Locally designated species (e.g., herilage trees)?

Less Than Significant Impact. Refer to previous response 1o Section YIa).  Further
analysis of this issue is nor recommendad.

* Jien Barer, Certilied Arborist 8496, Arbarist Repart, T84 Esperanza Avenue, Sierrn Madre, CA, prepared foe the
Foundaion For Cualuly Housng Opporunities, Inc. on July 30 2001
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.  Lovcally designated natural communities (e.g., oak forest, coasial habitad, gie,)?

Less Than Significant Impact. Refer 10 previous response o Section VIla), Funher
analysis of this issue 15 nol recommended.

dl. Wetland habitar {e.g., marsh, riparian, and vernal pool)?

No Impact. The project site does not include wetlands. The nearsst waterway is the
concrete-lined Arcadia Wash, a flood control channel located approximately one-third mile
to the south of the project site. Other channels include the East Branch Arcadia Wash and
the Sierra Madre Wash located within one and one-half east of the site. Further analysis of
this 1ssue 13 not recommended.

e.  Wildlife dispersal or migration corridors *

Mo Impact. The project site is located in an urbanized area and does not serve as a wildlife
dizpersal or migration corridor. Further analysis of this issee is not recommended.

YII. ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES. Wenld the propozal:

i Carflict with adapted energy conservation plans *

Mo Impact. The project will not have a significant impact on energy or natural resowrces,
because all project remodeling and new constouction will use common materials, and
development will be subject to state building code requirements for energy conservation and
Title 24 of the California Administrative Code relating to energy. Further analysis of this
issue 15 not recommended.

b, Use non-remewable resources in a wasteful and inefficient manner?

Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed project will not requine
significant amounts of energy resources.  Currently, Southem California Edison and
Southern California Gas Company provide electricity and namral gas service w the Ciry,
respectively, All development on the project site will adhere to all State and Cicy enecgy-
conservation regulations including ecfficient wse of appliances, lighting, and heating,
ventilation and cooling systems.” Therefore, the project will not create wses that wse non-
renewable resources inoa wasteful manner. Further analysis of this issue is not
recommended.

e Result in the loss of ovailability of a known mineral resonrce that would be of futnre
vialue to the region amd the residents to the State.

No Impact, The project site is located in an wrbanized area. Mo known or suspecied
maneral resources exist on the project site, and therefore, no significant loss of muneral
resources of future value to the region or the State is anticipated. Further analysis of this
izque is not recommended.
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X HAZARDS, Would the proposal invalve:

a. A risk af accidental explosion or release of kazardous subitance (including, bat not
firreted to: oil, pesticides, chemicals, or radiation) ?

Less Than Significant Tmpact. The project is a Specific Plan for senior citizen housing and
multiple Family rental housing which by the nature of the use will not require the transport,
use Or disposal of any explosive or hazardous materiols. In addition, the project sie is
locaed ar an acceprable distance from any operations invalving explosives or fammubls
materials. Furthernmore, the Phase 1 Environmental Assessment by Earh Tech, Inc. for the
project site in July 2001 revealed no recognized environmental conditions, and in their
professional opinion no further investigation of the site was necessary. The Phasa [ swudy is
incloded in this [nitial Smdy as Exhibit C. Developmemt of the project site will require
demolition of existing dwelling units on the project site. The Phase | assessment did et
conduct interior investigation, however, if asbestos or other hazardous substance s found on
the project site, the applicant shall obtain the services of a licensed contractor 1o properly
rerpove and dispose of the materials. Further analysis of this 1ssue is not recommended.

b Possible interference with an emergency response plan or emergency evacuation

plan?®

Mo Impact. The Ciry of Sierrs Madre has addressed the issue of emergency preparednzss
with the implementation of the Multihazard Functional Emergency Operation Plan (MHFP).
The MHFP responds 1o the extraordinary emergency Siluations associated with namral
dismsters, technological incidents, and patural security emergencies, As stated in the General
Plan, the MHFP requires emergency planning, training of full tme, suxiliary and reserve
personnel in all City depariments, public awareness and education and assuring the adequacy
and availability of sufficient resources o cope with emergencies. The proposed projact will
have no adverse impact related o an emergency evacuation plan or response plan, Further
anilyais of this issue 15 not recommended.

e The creation of any health hazard or potential health hazords?

Mo Impact. Refer to previous response to Section [X{a). Further analysis of this issue is not
recommended.

d.  Exposure of people to existing sowrces of potential kealth hazards ?

Mo Impact. The Phase [ Environmental Assessment for the project site was conducted in
accordance with the ASTM s Standards on Environmental Site Assessments for Commercial
Real Estate (ASTM E-1527). As part of the Phase I Environmental Assessment, a database
search of govemment records of known or contaminated sites and sites which store, generate
of use hazardous material did not find the project sitz on any st The search did, however,
reveal that one site located within one<half miles of the project gite was on the Califomia
Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) List which contains information pertaining to
reported leaking underground storage tanks within the state of California. As stated in the
Acsezsment, this site (Unocal station) 15 closed and appears unlikely 1o negatively impact the
project site.  In addivon, the Phase T Assessment indicated chat there were o visible
evidence (fill caps, venr pipes, manholes) of underground storage tanks or clarifiers and no

—
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registered underground storoge tanks on [le with the Siera Madre Fire Depaniment. Funher
analysis of this issue is nol recommendsad,

&, [ncreased fire hazard in area with flammable brusk, grass, or trees?

Mo Impact. The proposed project will include landscaping on the site which will be
regularly maintained to prevenl overgrowth or drying of grass, bushes and trees. Further
analysis of this issue is nod recommended.

A MOISE. Would the proposal resuli in:
ik Increase in existing nolse levels?

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction activities associated with the ground clearng,
site preparation and on-site development may result in an increase of t=mporary ambient
noise levels in the vicinity of the project site. However, noise impacts associated with the
construction and operational phases of the project would be less than sipnificant because: 1)
the Ciry”s Moise Crrdinance restricts noise levels from construction activities to no more than
B3 dB{A) at any point outside the property plane, betwesn the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7200
p-m. daily, except Sunday and holiday, betwesn 10200 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.; 2) the increass in
vehicle trips would not sigmificantly impact traffic on streets in the vicinity of the project
site; 3} the pature of the activites conducted at the senior housing complex; and 4) the
requirements set forth in the City Noise Ordinance and policies in the General Plan, Further
analysis of this i5see 15 not recommended.

b Exposure of people to severe noise levels?

Less Than Significant Impact. Refer to previous response to Section X(a). Further
analysis of this issue 15 not recommended.

XI. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the proposal have an effect upon, or result in a
aeed for new or altered government services in any of the following areas;

i Fire protection”

Less Than Sipgnificant Impact. Fire protection and emergency medical services 1o the City
of Sierra Madre are provided by an all-volunteer fire department. The fire station is located
gt 242 W. Sicrra Maodre Boolevard which is located approximately one-gquarier mules
northwest of the project site. The Fire Depanment includes three engines, one treck and two
rescue ambulances and a crew of 44 regular volunteers and six reservists. The response time
for an emergency @5 3-4 minutes. The City also has a mutual aid agreement with
surrcunding cities.

Development of the project site would increase the demand for emergency fire protection
and emergency medical services. However, the development guidelines and safery standards
and Genemal Plan policies requiring smoke detection systems, fire protection and automatic
sprinkler systems, as well as adequate water pressure and hydrants will reduce any potential
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XIL

wlverse impacts, |n additson, the Biee inspector shull review all new building plans. Further
analysis of this 1ssue is not recommencdad.

i, Falice protection?

Less Than Significant Impact. Police protection services for the City of Sierra Madre are
provided by the City's Police Department. The Deparument is open 24-hous a day.
According to the General Plan, the ratio of police efficers w population is 1.4 officers per
1,000 residents.  Although the new construction of 2 48-0nil senor housing complex and Lhe
six multiple family housing units may require additional services at the site, the project will
incorporale prevenialive measures and design featurss that will increase security on the site,
such as on-site modion-activated lights, and secunity doors and gates to reduce the impact on
police protection services 1o less than significant levels, Additionally, General Plan policies
are focused on enhoncing and expanding programs intended to educivte residents on crime
prevention and safety. Further analysis of this issuz is not recommended.

&, Schools?

Less Then Signilicant Impact. The project sitz is located n Passdena Unified School
Dnarict, Implementaion of the project wall generate minimal oumber of additonal school-
age chibdren from the s1x maltiple family units and impacts on the enroliment capacity of the
schools in the Thstact will be minimal. Further analysis of this issue is not recommended.

i Matntenance of public facilities, inclading roads?

Less Than Significant Impact. As the traffic study concluded, the project will generate an
estimated 224 vehicle trips per day and will have no significant impact on the surrounding
roadway metwork in either the existing or bulldout conditions. Therefore, minimal
mainienance will be required on existing rosds.  Further analysis of this isswe 8 not
recommended.

£ {ther povernmenial services?

Less Than Significant Impact. As previously discussed mn Section [Ia), the proposed
project could increass Sierra Madre™s population by 65 pecple, and therefore, the demand for
oiher povernmental servicss is antisipated 1o be manimal, Further analysis of this 1ssue 15 not
recommended.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the proposal resalt in a need for mew
systems or supplies or sulstantial elierarions fo the following utilities”

a.  Power or natural gas?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Southem Califomia Edison Company (SCE) provides
electrncal service 1o the City Sterra Madre, Although the existing project site 15 curmently
developed with dwelling units, additional utility lines will be required on the site 1w
accommodute the wmorease in elecincal energy consumption. There 15 sufficient enccgy
capacity o sccommodate the nesds of the proposed project.  The implementation of Titke 24
of the California Admanistcative Code’s energy conservalion measures along with the
building code and energy conzervation measures will further minimize the potential enecgy
impacts associated with the project.
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The Southern California Gas Company provides natural gas service to the Cily of Sierra
Mudre. Similar o the impacts associped with elecincal power, the project will reguice
extending natwral gas lines on the project site. In addition, natural gos wsed for stoves and
heating water in the senior housing comples will result in a minor increase in natural gas
consumpdion, However, the implementation of Tile 24 and compliance with the building
code and existing energy conservalion programs recommended by the Gas Company will
minimize any adverse energy impacts. Further analysis of thes 1ssue is not recommended.

b Communicafions systems?

Less Than Significant Impact. Telephons service iz currently provided to the project sie
by Pacific Bell. Although existing communication lines may be relocated as the project site
15 developed, no major upgrades or relocation of existing communication facilities will be
recpuired, Further analbysis of this issue is oot recommended..

. Local or regional waler freatment or distribition facilities?

Less Than Significant Impact. The City of Sierra Madre 15 the licenses and operator of its
own water distribution system under the Sierra Modre Water Department (SMWD), Water
provided to the City comes from lbocal sources which are derived from wells and wunnel
sources. There are four wells within the City which draw the water from the Esst Raymond
Groundwater Basin, According to SMWD, the existing supply and diswribution of water can
accommodate the level of water demand from the project”. Further analysis of this issue is
ol recormended

. Sewer or septic fauks?

Less Than Significant Impact. Sewage genernted from the project would be conveyed
thirough Tocal sewer Tines. The Ciry's Tocal collector sewer lines curmmently connect to the
main sewer trunks of the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County that are located
along Raldwin Avenue. The wastewater is conveyed to the Districts” San Jose Creek Water
Reclamarion Plant located in the City of Whittier and treated at the Joint Watzr Pollution
Control Plan located in the City of Carson, The eaisung sewer lines and County treatroent
facilities are adequate to support the additonal project-generated wastewater”. Further
aralysis of this issue is not recommended.

£ Srorme woater deainage

Less Than Significant Impact. Development of the project site will increase the amount of
paved surface area, which will result in an increase. although mimimal, of storm water
runoff. Water runoff will drain into the City’s existing collection system which 15 adequate
in capacity to meet the potential water unoff. In addition, to ensure that storm wiater runoff
impacts are less than significant, the project shall adbere to applicable standards, policies and
best management practices for storm water pollution prevention. Further analysis of this
1s5ue 5 nol recommended.

" Bruce lnman, Public Warks Direcsor, webephone communicaticn, Febnaary 26, 2002
* Bruce [nman, Fbruary 26, 2002
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Less Than Significant Impact,  Waste Management, Inc. provides residential washe
disposal service for the City, The waste is disposed at the Scholl Canvon Landfill bocated in
the City of Glendale and operated by the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County.
Western Waste Industnies provides construction material disposal service in the City of
Siema Madre. The collected solid waste is havied to o local transfer station operated by
Western Waste and disposed at the NMu-Way Live Oak Landfill, which is operaied by Waste
Management Inc. and located in the City of Irwindale, approximately seven miles from the
project site. Nu-Way Live Ouk Landfill has & permitted capacity of 14 million cubic yard,
with approximately 7 million cubic vard of remaining capacity, According to Western
Wasie Industries, both the disposal service and the landfill will be able 10 wwcommodate the
additicnal project-genermed solid waste®, In addition, the existing and planned landfill
Facilities, when coupled with the City's adopted recycling policies, are anticipated to be
adequate (o accommiodate salid waste demands of the Ciry, Further analysis of this 1ssue is
nat recommended,

B Local ar regional water supplics?
Less Than Significant Impact. Refer to previous response to section X1 (c)

XIII  AESTHETICS, Would the proposal:

. Affect a soenic vista or scemic kighway?

Mo Impact. The project site is not located adjacent to any scenic vistas or scenic highways,
Further analvsis of this issue 15 not recommended.

k. Have a demonstrable negative aesthetic effect?

Less Than Significant Impact. Although the project includes a db-anit, three-st0ry senior
housing complex and a six-unit multiple famdly howsing development, the exteror dasign
and the landscaping of the site will not detcact from the visual quality of the surrounding
area. Trees will be planted throughout the site and will provide a buffer berwean the project
and the adjacent residential propectizs, Forther analysis of thes issue is not recommended.

b. Create light and glare?

Less Than Significant Impact. The propozsd project w1l introduce a light and glare soorce
to the area.  These hghting improvements will include exterior building mounted security
lighting and for pedestrian walkways and interior lighting for the residential units. To ensure
munimal light and glare impacts as a result of the project, the on-site lighting will be
designed to avoid spillage oa the adjacent properties. Additionally, all exterior materials
used in the construction of the senior housing complex will not produce significant levels of
glare o the surrounding properties.  Additionally, the Specific Plan includes design and
derelopment standards and guidelines which require the use of materials and lighting

* Telephons convessation with Yeronica Munoz. Customer Services Representative, Western Waste Indusiries, Pebouary
26, 2T
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XIv.

Xvy.

fixtures that meduece |:|l.j:ll:.r|l,i:|.|, |_|g|||_ and Elum. Further i.l'L-iI'}'Ei:-i of this ssue 15 mol
recommended,

CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal:

@ Disturh paleontologival resonrces?

No Impact. The General Plan Update EIR indicates that no known palecniological
resources have been recorded in the Cigy. Further analysis of this issue is not recommended.

b, Disturb arehaeological resources?

No Impact. No known archazological resources are have been documented in the Ciry.
Further analysis of this issue is not recommended.

e.  Affect historical resonrces?

Mo Impact. The four existing residential unit are not considered hisiorical resources by it
City. Further analysis of this issue is not recommended.

d. Have the polential fo cause a physical change which would affect aniguwe sthnic
crltwral velues?

No Impact. The project site 15 currently developed with residential structures and the land
within the project site has previously been graded and disropted. Therefore the project site
will not bave the potential 1o affect unigque ethpic or cultural values. Funher analysis of this
1550 15 not recommended,

£ Resirici exivting religious or gacred uses within the potential impact area?

No Impact. Prior grading of the project site has eliminated any evidence of past uses,
There is no indication of past religiows or sacred use or any such cultural value associated
with the project site, Funbher analysis of this issue is not recommended.

RECREATION. Would the proposal:

a.  Increase the demand for neighborhood or regional perks or pther recreatinnal
Sfacilities?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project does not directly or indirectly impact
any existing or future public or private parks or recreational facilitiess. The nearest parks o
the project site include Memorial Park located at 200 W. Sierma Madre Boulevard and
Kersting Court at Sierra Madre Boulevard and Baldwin Avenes in the City of Siemra Madre
The project may introduce 46 new senior housing units in the City; however, the Spesific
Plin includes sardens, courtyards, library and other Facilities for seniors. In addition, the
proposed six multiple family housing units will generate minimal demand for the City's
parks and recreational facilities. Further analysis of this issee 15 not recommended
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&, Affect existing recreational opportunities?

No Impact. The project will not adversely affect the existing recreational opportunities in
the City of Sierra Madre. The existing land use of the project site is residential. Further
analysis of this 1ssue 15 oot recommended.

XVI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a.  Does the project have the potential to degrade the gquelity of the environment,
substantially reduce the kabitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten fo eliminate a plant or
animal community., Reduce the number of resirict the range of a rure or
endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods
of California history or prehistory?

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is located in an wrbanized aren of the Log
Angeles Coumty and the City of Sierra Madre. The proposed uses of the project site are
consistent with the land use designation in the City's Land Use Element. The project site is
currently developed with four single-fumily dwelling units, Additionally, the surrounding
land uses are primarily residential with commercial wsed located along Sierra Madre
Boulevard located two blocks o the north of the project site,  Since the site and its
surmounding arca is already developed with urban uses, the area does not support any special
biclogical resources, which the exception of one Coast Live Oak tree and one Sycamaore tree
on the site, As discussed in Section VI {Biclogical Resources), the existing Coast Live Oak
will be boxed and relocuted on the site and the Sycamors tree will not be disturbed and will
remain at its currend location. There are no other significant impacts on biological resources
o culiural resources,

b, Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of
long-term environmental goals?

No Impact. As discussed in the previous response in Section XVI{a), the proposed use is
consistent with the land wse designation in the Land Uze Element of the City's General Plan,
Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with the long-ranze goals reflected in the
adopted Sierra Madre General Plan.

. Dwes the project have impacts that are individoolly Emited, bt comulatively
considerable” (“Curmulatively considerable’ means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the ¢ffects of past projects,
the gffects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.)

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project is consistent with the goals and
policies of the Sierra Madre General Flan, as well as other regional plans and policies, such
as the SCAG Regional Comprehensive Plan and Regional Transportation Plan. In both the
lecal plan and ihe regional plans, environmental documents were prepared which assessed
thg impacts of population, housing and employment growth which incorporated the lewel
growth associaied wilh the development of the proposed project.
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. Dioes the project have enviroumental effects wlich will cause substanfial adverse
effects om human belngs, elther directly or indirectly?

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in this Iminal Study, development of the
proposed project will have oo impacts or less than significant impacts on all environmental
1551805,
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City of Sierra Madre

NOTICE QF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE
DECLARATIOCN FOR THE SIERRA MADRE SEMIOR
HOUSING SPECIFIC PLAN

TQ'  Respongible Agencies FROM:  City of Sierra Madra
232 W, Sierma Madra Eoulevard
Sierra Madre, CA 91024

The Lity of Siera Madre hereby gives notice that pursuant to the authority and criteria contsined in the

'!f:cal'fcrnia Envirgnmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the SEQA Cuidelines, the staif has analyzed the request
i

PROJECT MAME: Sierra Madre Senior Housing Spesific Plan

PROJECT LOCATION: 70, 78, 84, &6, 94 and 100 Esperanza Avenue, City of Siarra Madre, County of
Log Angeles, California

FROJECT DESCRIPTION The propesed Sierra Madre Senior Housing Specific Plan site encompasses
1.4 acres of land located on the scuthsida of Esperanza Avenue betwesn Hermosa Avenue and
Saidwin Avenua in the City of Siera Madre.

This Specific Plan shall permit the use of the site for 46 affordatie sanior nowsing units and six
units of multiple-family rental housing. The senior housing component encompasses 1.05 acres
and will incfude a <B6-parking space subtsranean garage, lounge area, mezzanine, adminisirative
office, library, carden and couryard. The sic-unit muitiple-family housing develcpment
encompasses 0,25 acres and will includa 14 parking =paces and a 20-foot wide easement that will
be uge 3% a driveway and emergency access route to the rear of the Specific Plan site,

Afler reviewing tha Initial Study the staff has determined that this project will not have a significant affect on
the environment. Accordingly, 8 NEGATIVE DECLARATION has bean prapaned.

The City Cowncil will hold a public hearing to consider the adepilon of the Siera Madre Senlor Housing
Specific Flan and MNegative Declaration on July 15, 2002 starting at 6:30 p.m. at the Siarra Madra City Hall,
Council Chamber, 232 W. Sierra Macre Boulevard, Sierra Madra, California.

Fublic comments on the Megative Declaration will be raceived by the City beginning on May 31, 2002
hrough June 20, 2002,

Capies of alf ralavant materal, including the Spaecific Plan and the Megative Declaration and all documenis
raferenced in the Megative Declaralion, are availzbla for publiz inspection al Chy Hall and at the Sierra
fdadre Fublic Library, 440 W._ Siarra Madre Boulevard, Siarra Madre,

-

The groject gita 13 not on any Iist of hazardous waste sites prepared pursuant to Government Code Section
639625

Dirzctor af Develsoment Seardces




